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SARA B. THOMAS 
State Appellate Public Defender 
I.S.B. #5867 
 
ERIC D. FREDERICKSEN 
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
I.S.B. #6555 
P.O. Box 2816 
Boise, ID 83701 
(208) 334-2712 
 
 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 
STATE OF IDAHO,    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff-Respondent,  ) NO. 42653 
      ) 
v.      ) CANYON COUNTY NO. CR 2014-615 
      ) 
JAIME YBARRA,    ) APPELLANT'S 
      ) REPLY BRIEF 
 Defendant-Appellant.  ) 
________________________________) 
 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
 On appeal, Mr. Ybarra asserted that the district court erred when it permitted the 
jury to hear testimony that Mr. Ybarra was the “subject” or “person of interest” in an 
unrelated ongoing criminal investigation.  On response, the State argued that 
Mr. Ybarra’s claim on appeal was waived by trial counsel below.  The instant Reply Brief 
is necessary to concede that the issue raised on appeal was affirmatively waived below 
by trial counsel. 
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Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings 
 The Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings was previously articulated in 
Mr. Ybarra’s Appellant’s Brief and need not be repeated, but is incorporated herein by 
reference thereto. 
 
ISSUE 
Did the district court err when it admitted evidence that Mr. Ybarra was being 
investigated for unrelated crimes?  
 
 
ARGUMENT 
The District Court Erred When It Admitted Evidence That Mr. Ybarra Was Being 
Investigated For Unrelated Crimes 
 
 On appeal, Mr. Ybarra argued evidence police were investigating him for crimes 
unrelated to the charged crimes of felony eluding and reckless driving was not relevant 
and unduly prejudicial.  (Appellant’s Brief, pp.5-8.)  In the Respondent’s Brief, the State 
argued that Mr. Ybarra failed to preserve his claim on appeal.  (Respondent’s Brief, 
pp.5-7.)  Undersigned counsel has reviewed the transcripts and records on appeal and 
in light of his ethical obligations, hereby withdraws the issue raised on appeal. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 Mr. Ybarra requests that this Court render its opinion accordingly. 
 DATED this 16th day of December, 2015. 
 
      ___________/s/______________ 
      ERIC D. FREDERICKSEN 
      Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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